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SUPPLEMENTAL ACTION 

This supplemental action is prepared to correct errors Examiner has found in the 
previous non-final action mailed on March 3, 2009 in response to Applicant's request for 
continued examination (REC). This action replaces the non-final action mailed on March 
3, 2009. 

Claims 1-37 were previously pending; 
Claims 1-37 are now pending; 
Claims 1-37 are rejected; 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on January 
23, 2009 has been entered. 

Response to Affidavit under 37 CFR. § 1.132 

2. The declaration under 37 CFR 1.132 filed on January 23, 2009 is insufficient to 
overcome the rejection of claims 1-37 based upon 35. U.S.C. 102(a) as set forth in the 
last Office action. 
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The declaration merely reiterates what has been stated in the "Oath or 
Declaration" submitted with the original application - "the subject matter claimed in the 
Subject Application (U.S. Application No. 10/801,999) was conceived and invented by 
the inventors of the Subject Application." 

Section 715.01(c).I. of the MPEP states "an affidavit or declaration by applicant 
alone indicating that applicant is the sole inventor and that the others were merely 
working under his or her direction is sufficient to remove the publication as a reference 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) In re Katz 687 F.22d 450, 215 USPQ 14 (CCPA 1982)." 

The declaration submitted by the applicant failed to fulfill the requirement that the 
affidavit must indicate that persons named in the publication but not named as inventors 
in the Subject Application were merely working under the discretion of the inventor(s). 

Therefore, for the purpose of removing the Bosworth publication as prior art 
reference, the declaration is considered insufficient 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 2-7 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

In the claims filed on January 23, 2009, claims 2-7 inappropriately depend on 
claim 0, which is non-existent. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claims 36-37 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claims 36-37 recite "a computer-readable medium as recited in claim 34." 

However, claim 31 recites "a computing device", not "a computer-readable medium." 
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Therefore, the dependent claims are directed to a different statutory category from the 
independent claim, which is improper. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 11-20, 30, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 11 and 35 recites "computer readable medium." 
Paragraphs [0023] and [0024] of Applicant's specification states the following: 
"By way of example, and not limitation, computer readable media may comprise 
computer storage media and communication media." and that "Communication media 
typically embodies computer readable instructions, data structures, program modules or 
other data in a modulated data signal such as a carrier wave or other transport 
mechanism^. 

Therefore, Applicant's specification provides evidence that Applicant intends the 
"computer readable medium or media" to be directed to signals or carrier waves, which 
are non-statutory subject matter. 
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Claims 12-20 and 30 are dependent on claim 1 1, but fail to further limit the 
claimed invention to statutory subject matter. Therefore, claims 12-20 and 30 inherit the 
35 U.S.C. 101 issue of the independent claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this cottntr\ , or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5-13, 15-23, 25-33 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as 
being anticipated by the published document "Web Services Addressing (WS- 
Addressing) authored by Bosworth et al., hereinafter "Bosworth". 

Regarding claims 1, 11, 21 and 31, Bosworth teaches a method for, a computer 
readable medium comprising instructions for, a computer device for and a computing 
device comprising means for open content model Web service messaging in a networked 
computing environment, the method comprising: 

generating a transport neutral message (page 2, 'Abstract" discloses that WS- 
addressing enables message transmission in a transport-neutral manner) comprising 
message recipient (page 8, section 3. "Message information header" discloses the 
property [recipient]), endpoint addressing information (page 8, section 3 discloses the 
property [destination]), and one or more reference properties (page 8-9, section 3 
discloses other reference properties such as [source endpoint] and [reply endpoint]) 
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comprising selectively opaque message context (page 8, section 3. discloses "message 
information header", which is a message context"); 

binding the transport neutral message to a transport protocol for communication 
to the message recipient (page 7, section 2.3 "Binging Endpoint References" discloses 
binding the message to a transport protocol such as SOAP or WSDL); and 
wherein at least a portion of the selectively opaque message context is not directed to the 
message recipient (page 12, section 4 "Security Considerations" discloses that the 
message information headers blocks MAY have their contents encrypted in order to 
obtain end-to-end privacy, but care should be taken to ensure that intermediary 
processors have access to required information (e.g. <wsa:To>); it is inherent in the 
above disclosure that the message information header is opaque to the intermediaries that 
does not need access to the information in the header). 

Further regarding claim 21, it is inherent in Bosworth that the web services are 
realized using a computing device that comprises a processor and a memory coupled to 
the processor, as the Web is a network of computing devices. 

Regarding claims 2, 12, 22 and 32, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1, 11,21 and 31 respectively. 

Bosworth further teaches that the selectively opaque context directs an endpoint 
to send one or more responses to a message source, the message source not being the 
message recipient (page 8-9, section 3 discloses that the message information header may 
have the property [source endpoint], which is not the same as [recipient]). 
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Regarding claims 3, 13, 23 and 33, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1, 11, 21 and 31 respectively. 

Bosworth further teaches that a portion of the selectively opaque context directs 
the message recipient as to how to handle one or more messages sent to the endpoint in a 
session (page 11, section 3.1 discloses that the element "/wsa:Recipient" conveys the 
entire endpoint reference of the recipient and senders may elect to add this header as a 
processing hint to downstream nodes). 

Regarding claims 5, 15, and 25, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1,11, and 21 respectively. 

Bosworth further teaches that the selectively opaque message context is based on 
an Extended Markup Language (XML) messaging protocol (page 7-8, section 2.3 
discloses a sample message in the XML format). 

Regarding claims 6, 16, and 26, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1,11, and 21 respectively. 

Bosworth further teaches that in binding, the transport protocol is based on 
Simple Object Access Protocol (SOAP) (page 7, section 2.3 discloses using SOAP 
binding for endpoint references). 

Regarding claims 7, 17, and 27, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1,11, and 21 respectively. 
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Bosworth further teaches that the addressing information and selectively opaque 
message context are respectfully specified by an endpoint reference (page 4, section 2 
"Endpoint References") and message information headers (page 8, section 3 "Message 
Information Header"). 

Regarding claims 8, 18, and 28, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1,11, and 21 respectively. 

Bosworth further teaches that the endpoint reference is self-contained service 
endpoint description (page 5, section 2.1 discloses a self-contained set of properties an 
endpoint reference consists of). 

Regarding claims 9, 19, and 29, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1,11, and 21 respectively. 

Bosworth further teaches that the endpoint reference and/or message information 
headers provide identification and description of specific service instances and/or specific 
instance details (page 6, section 2.2 discloses that an endpoint reference contains 
information such as "/wsa:EndpointReference/wsa:PortType", 
7wsa:EndpointReference/wsa:ServiceName", and 

"/wsa^ndpointReference/wsa^erviceName/fa.PortName" that identify and describe the 
service instances and/or specific instance details). 

Regarding claims 10, 20, and 30, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1,11, and 21 respectively. 
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Bosworth further teaches that the message information headers further comprise a 
reply to property identifying an intended recipient for a reply to the transport neutral 
message (page 8, section 3 discloses the element [reply endpoint] in a message 
information header), a relates to property that indicates how the transport neutral message 
relates to a different transport neutral message (page 9, section 3 discloses the element 
[relationship] in a message information header). 

Regarding claim 35, Bosworth teaches a computer-readable medium comprising 
an open content model data structure thereon, the open content model data structure 
comprising: 

a message recipient data field (page 8, section 3, "Message information header" 
discloses the property [recipient]); 

an endpoint addressing data field (page 8, section 3 discloses the property 
[destination]); and 

one or more reference properties data fields comprising selectively opaque 
message context (page 8-9, section 3 discloses other reference properties such as [source 
endpoint] and [reply endpoint]) comprising selectively opaque message context (page 8, 
section 3. discloses "message information header", which is a message context"), at least 
a portion of the selectively opaque message context is not directed to the message 
recipient (page 12, section 4 discloses that a message may contain multiple message 
information header blocks, where it is inherent that these blocks can be directed to targets 
that are not the message recipient). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 4, 14, 24, 34, 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bosworth as applied to claims 1, 11,21 and 31 above, and further in 
view of the published document "Web Services Coordination (WS-Coordination) 
authored by Cabrera et al., hereinafter "Cabrera". 

Regarding claims 4, 14, 24 and 34, Bosworth teaches the method, the computer 
readable medium comprising instructions, the computer device and the computing device 
comprising means, as recited in claims 1,11, and 21 respectively. 

Bosworth does not disclose but Cabrera discloses that wherein the message 
recipient is a service coordinator (Cabrera, page 4, Fig.l and page 7, Fig. 2 disclose web 
service architectures where coordinators are introduced to coordinate activities; page 6, 
section 2 disclose an example of "Coordination Context" that is used to pass coordination 
information to parties involved in a coordination service). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Bosworth with Cabrera so that the message recipient is a service 
coordinator. The fact that Cabrera utilizes web services addressing in an extensible 
framework for coordinating activities (page 11, lines 1-2) is itself an example of 
combining Bosworth with Cabrera, therefore would have motivated one of ordinary skill 
to do the same. 
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Regarding claim 36, the combination of Bosworth and Cabrera teaches the 
computing device as recited in claim 34. 

Bosworth further teaches that the selectively opaque context directs an endpoint 
to send one or more responses to a message source, the message source not being the 
message recipient (page 8-9, section 3 discloses that the message information header may 
have the property [source endpoint], which is not the same as [recipient]). 

Regarding claim 37, the combination of Bosworth and Cabrera teaches the 
computing device as recited in claim 34. 

Bosworth further teaches that a portion of the selectively opaque context directs 
the message recipient as to how to handle one or more messages sent to the endpoint in a 
session (page 11, section 3.1 discloses that the element "/wsa:Recipient" conveys the 
entire endpoint reference of the recipient and senders may elect to add this header as a 
processing hint to downstream nodes). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHIRLEY X. ZHANG whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5012. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 
7:30am -5:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on (571) 272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Shirley X. Zhang/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2444 
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/William C. Vaughn, Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2444 



